In the above reference we missed to note that the functions A, w, u, v, and iÇ in equations (3.11)-(3.21) are real for real r, so that the absolute value of Ya 2 (r) is unity for real r. In other words, if we set Ya2 = exp(2ip), p(r) is real for real r, satisfies the (non linear) differentia! equation ( '+ 2) 
(3.5')
Also it was shown that each of the four functions Re S(r), lm S(r), A(r), B(r) can be expressed in terms of a fifth Painlevé transcendent (P5), and one of them, namely B( r), also in terms of a third Painlevé transcendent (P3). Actually, according to Gromak (see the reference below), each of the remaining three functions can also be expressed in terms of a P3. In other words, as the P5 with equation (3.5') is related to the P3 with equation (3.8), so the P5 with equations (3.2), (3.3) and (3.4) are related to the P3 with respectively Here are the necessary details. This addendum is supposed to be read with the original reference.
Consider the couple of equations
Eliminating f one gets equation (3.10), while eliminating R one gets ru '-3u(u- 
